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RE MARKS 

S pplicant gratefully ackuc.wX.dgc. that the examiner has allowed 

cM .™n »■ in £or ™ existin9 a,ter £iiins 

t„ the Office Action called Harch «. 200,, and has withdrawn the 
nrevious restriction requirement. 

Claims 12. 14 and 16 have been objected to as be.ng informal . 

d.l- 1*. " — " ^ " ^ bellCT f 

claims are no longer open to objection as being informal . 

The independent claims 12 and ,0 have been rejected on the ground 
„ £ anticipation by Ramo et al and CA 1 171 «ao . he rewith 

The declaration of fteijo Kalevi Hakkararnen is ^~ t « d j"™ 1 '* 
in support of the position that claims 12 and „ are patentable^ The 
i Marion shows that Mr. Hakkarainen is ,n expert on the sublet of 

hi: 7^:iTr^ ^ on tM . - 

is directed to a key bla^ of a key for- operating a disc 
cylinder lock of a specific structure. Claim 20 is directed to a key 
for operating a disc cylinder lock of a specific structure W^<"* 
acknowledges that the structure of the lock itself cannot he relied 
upoHo distinguish the claims to the key blank and the key from the 
prior art. Kevertheless. the structure of the lock, as defied rn 
claim " and „. is helpful in defining the structure of the key 
!, ,),- k.v respectively because the key must have a structure 

To" *ls suitable for operating the !ock and the key blank must 
Tave .structure such that it is suitable for making a key that can 

ZTL,*. claim 1 2 is directed to a key blank, claim » 
specifies that the basic form of the shank of the ^ blank « 
substantially symmetrical with respect to a p lane 

. ^ -. v -i= rsf the shank and is substantially rectangular except: 
longitudinal axis of the shank a aymmetry of the 

for beveled surfaces that are inclined to the plane y . . 

Ink and include a first bevel surface for ^^^^^ 
su rf a ces for engaging the locking discs for turning the locking discs 
inTfirst turning direction and a second bevel surface for providing 
^riL^fi. for engaging counter T 
for turning the locking disc in a second turning direction. R*»» et 
al does not show a key blank th.t .eets the ^ TZ, S ^ 

The examiner has referred to FIG. 5 of Ra m 6 et al, but FIG. 
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vv mank that meeta the limitations of claim 12. Claim 12 

plana confining the Xongitudinal a*is of the shank. W t » U«r 
that the shank of the key blank shown by R».» et al i. not 

ub tantially ey«trical about a p!ane containing ^™\ t 
Lis of the shank. Further, the key blank shown .« FIG. 5 of Ramo 
tl does not have first ana second bevel surfaces that meet the 

— rUim 12 If, for example, we consider the surface 
H^whlch can ne -t to prov^e cognation surfaces for turning the 
locking discs i» th. clockwise direction, to be an apt counterpart of 
the iret bevel surface, the surface 33 does not meet the 
that it should b. inclined to a plane of symmetry of the shank. In 
addition if the surface 33 is considered to b. an apt counterpart ot 
2t bevel surface, the only possible counterpart for the second 
bevel surface is the surface that extend, fro., the channel 25 to the 
eo g e * This surface also ie not inclined to a piane of symmetry of 
the shank and there is no disclosure in * « .1 that 'his « a e 
should provide combination surfaces for turning the locking discs m 
the counterclockwise direction. 

The «-«r refers to FIGS. 12 and 13 of CA ! 171 680. «GS- " 
and « show the cross-sectional configuration at the » d * 

respectively of the key shown in FIGS - 9 and 10. See page 14 of CA 1 
m Ho. « is evident from FIGS. 9 and 10 of the Canadian reference 
that neither FIG . 12 nor FIG. 13 illustrate, the configuration of th. 
shtL of a key blank. It might be possible to draw inferences 
riding \l cro.s-.ectionel form of the shank of the key 

11.. but applicant submits that it is clear that th. blank 
™ d not meet the limitations of claim 32. Specifically, the k 
Wank does not have rotational symmetry , of order 2, which allows the 
s„:£ to be inserted in a lock in two different angular •»-«"~ 

Claim 20 is directed to a key for operating a disc cylinder lock. 
Claim 20 distinguishes over Ramo et al by reciting that the bevel 
surface is inclined at an acute angle to a p!an. containing the 
iongitudinal axis of the key shank and a central a*is of the 
rectangular cross-sectional form of the key shank^ Claim « 
distinguishes over CA i 171 680 because the key shown in FIGS . 9 !4 is 
not suitable for u.e in a disc cylinder lock, as shown by paragraph a 
of Mr. Hakkarainen' s declaration. 
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i m ~ -i.il 30 and 31 have been allowed, applicant 
h , " "tUtTis £ to point out the patentable novelty 

October 29 have been addressed and that this application x. in 
condition for further examination. 

Rtespecjrtully submitted, 
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